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ITEM:

8


SUBJECT:

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, DANIEL C. and MARY LOU HELIX, ELIZABETH YOUNG, JOHN V. HOOK, NANCY ELLICOCK, STEVEN PUCELL, AND CONTRA COSTA COUNTY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY FOR THE PROPERTY REFERRED TO AS HOOKSTON STATION AND LOCATED AT 228 HOOKSTON ROAD, PLEASANT HILL, CONTRA COSTA COUNTY –ADOPTION OF SITE CLEANUP REQUIREMENTS 

CHRONOLOGY:
The Board has not previously considered this site.

DISCUSSION:
The Hookston Station site (Site) is located at the intersection of Hookston and Bancroft Roads in Pleasant Hill.  The Site covers approximately 8 acres, and is currently occupied by mixed commercial, residential and light industrial businesses.  Land use is predominantly residential in the Site vicinity.  A high-density housing complex is present immediately across from the northeast edge of the property.  The Site was owned and operated by Southern Pacific Transportation Company (SPTCo) from 1891 until 1983 as a portion of the San Ramon Branch line, which once connected Avon to San Ramon.  The Site included a freight-loading platform with railroad sidings and was used for loading fruit and lumber.  Between approximately 1965 and 1983, the land was developed into a mixed light industrial business complex.  Former tenants at the Site used TCE in their manufacturing and maintenance operations. 



Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR), Contra Costa County Redevelopment Agency (CCCRA) and Dan Helix et al. are responsible for the soil and groundwater cleanup.  UPRR became responsible for SPTCo following its merger with SPTCo in 1997.  The principal constituent of concern at the Site is trichloroethene (TCE), although other constituents such as tetrachloroethene (PCE) and petroleum hydrocarbons have also been detected in groundwater.  This Site is notable because groundwater impacted with TCE has migrated beneath the residential community located northeast of the Site.

Environmental investigations regarding the presence of chemicals in soil and groundwater at the Site were conducted between 1989 and 1996.  These investigations discovered the presence of both petroleum-based products and chlorinated solvents in soil and groundwater at the Site.  Recent studies have included a soil vapor study, soil and groundwater sampling, and a human health risk assessment.  Additional investigation at the Site is needed to delineate the source area, establish an interim remedial action for source control, define the extents of the offsite groundwater plume, identify all possible exposure scenarios at the Site and vicinity, and identify any private supply wells located within the groundwater plume originating from the Site.



The Tentative Order (TO) prescribes tasks to further delineate the source, on site and off site areas, implement interim remedial actions, submit a community relations plan, a risk assessment, and a final remedial action plan and cleanup standards for the Site.  




We have received comments (Appendix B) from two of the named dischargers (UPRR as the former owner and a group of private owners who currently own a portion of the property and are referred to as the Hookston Plaza Owners), and nearby residents.  The dischargers commented that additional parties should be responsible for the investigation and clean up, particularly of PCE, which they indicate may be from other offsite sources, and that the task schedule should be lengthened.  Residents requested that additional tasks be included in the TO including a public participation plan.  We met with all the commentors and have incorporated most of the comments in the TO.  The written response to comments is included as Appendix C.




As of this writing, there are three issues that could be raised at the Board hearing: (1) the task schedule (the dischargers may ask for more time; the residents may ask for a more aggressive schedule), (2) responsibility for off‑site sources (the dischargers may ask us to more clearly absolve them of responsibility for pollutants originating on neighboring properties), and (3) risk assessment assumptions (the residents may request that more conservative exposure assumptions be used in the risk assessment).  It is unclear at this time if any of these issues could be a likely cause for this TO to be contested.

RECOMMEN-

DATION:

Adopt the Tentative Order. 
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